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Clatas 1 4 7 8 12-14,21 a.d 22 have been amended. Claims 9 and 11 have been 
previously eancelled. Claims 1-9, 10 and 12-22 remain pending in fte appUoation. Apphoants 
respectfully request further examination of the appUcadon, as amended. 

Apphcants have amended the claims as discussed with the Examiner in the above- 
referenced telephonic interview. AppUc^ts respectfirUy request entry of the amendment under 
37 CFR 1 1 6 on the basis that the amendment will place the application in condtUon for 
allowance and it could not have been earlier presented; no addidonal sean=h or examinaf on rs 
necessary. Aitematively. tte amendment wiU place the applicadon in better form for appeal. 

Tie Examiner rejects claims 1-8, 10 and 12-22 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as bemg 
anticipated ^yBa^ki. (U.S. Patent No. 6.345,300). As Applicants' undersized represenmtrve 
discussed widr fte Examinir, Bal.M teaches, in the context of a conventional system m whrch 
users of cUeut computers relieve content flom servers on the Internet, how to overcorne the 
problem of ^ansmitting user preferences through a firewaU. He Examiner has pointed out that 
it may be possible to read fce claims on Bam if the claims are in.en,reted so broadly as to 
include userpreferences within the -data" Ura. the claimed invenfion aggregates. Apphcants 
have amended the claims as discussed wi± the Examiner, to replace the word "data" wrdr fl.e 
more descriptive and precise word "content " Tie term "content" is weli-defined and well- 
understood by persons of sldll in 4e art to mean the mfomration itself in which users are 
interested. No person of sHU in the art would understand "contenf to include user preferences. 

Wifb the claims now clearly hmited to "content," it is readily appar^t that dre clamas not 
only do not read on Ba^ or other references of record, but describe an invention that rs . 
■Mif^c-tedto-something entirely di&ent-fem what i!.b*rdes.A^^^^ 

directed to aggregating a user's content fiom multiple sources on the Internet, such as the user s 
bank account, brokerage account, and providers ofgoods and services with whom fte user has an 

account or is otherwise associated. Tlis content is associated with fte user in that, for example, 
itistheuser'sbankaccountinfomrationorbrokerageaccountinfonnatioa Theclaimed 
invention seeks out Uris information ("content associated with the user") from various sources on 
flre mteme, on which it can be found, and agsegags or brings the mformation together for the 



W] 72296 



mm 



V /7 

" y 



©iPir ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 22M2^004 



us. in a single prcen^ion on the user's computo. (The term "data aggregation" is also well- 
understood by persons slcilled in the art to refer to a system of this nahrre.) The user can thus see 
fte status of all of Ms accounts and other content a. once. Tins, it should he clear that the Bakshr 
system, which has nofting to do wifl, aggagajmaforaaeron the ,.er's cli^t com puter content 
^t.h that user, is not even within tte realm of Applicants' invendon. 
Applicants beUeve fta. tte application is in condition for allowance without neoessrtatmg 
tether examination or search, and that entry of the amendment is proper under 37 CFR 1 16. 
Tie original search conducted by the Exammer undoubtedly covered what is claimed because 
the claims, as amended, merely reflect exactly what was clearly intended to be claimed ongmally 
and exactly what is described in Applicants' specification. Tlaa. the claims arguably may have 
originally been drafted broadly enough to read on BaksHi was due merely to imprecis.cn rather 
than any attempt to claim a broader invention; a reader of the claims in view of the specificanon 
would surely have understood that Applicants did not intend the claims to read on aggregatmg 
aud storing a user's p»i. The .amendment replacing "data" with "content" could not have 
been earlier presented because Apphcants did not taow the Examiner was reading "aggregatmg 
data associated with a user" more broadly than was intended. Tie origmal search should have 
revealed any references relatmg to what is now very precisely set forth in the claims. Indeed. 
Applicants have submitted in hrfotmation Disclosure Statements a considerable number of pnpr 
art references. AppHcants respectftlly believe the art has been searched, the Examiner has duly, 
examined what Apphcants consider to be tire invention and what is now clearly and precisely 
claimei and that no fiirther search or examination is required. Entiy of this After-Fmal 
Amendment under 37 CFR 1 16 is respectfully requested because, as discussed above, ttas 
amendment could no. have been earher presented. Altetnatively. Applicants further beUeve Bus 
Ainehdment places the-application in-better-form fcr appeal .a^^ 
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proper under 37 CFR 116 on 
Amendment and allowance of the appUcation. 



that hasis. Apphcants therefore respectfully request entry of this 
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